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have done. On p. 562 we read 'As to Bibli-
cal Greek there is not one authenticated
instance of the use of the secondary sub-
junctive (the optative) in dependent clauses,'
' the four cases commonly adduced (Mark
14, 10 a.Trrj\6ev Iva TrapaSoi, ib. 9, 30 OVK fjOeXtv
Iva TIS avrbv yvoi...) are obviously scholastic
transcriptions of •n-apaSjj and yvrj (01 = 77),
which latter are due to the analogy of other
forms' (!) Yet in the next page we have a
list, said to be ' nearly complete' of 28
examples from the N.T. where the secondary
subjunctive is used with indirect questions
or parenthetical clauses introduced by el.
A similtr list is given in p. 474, where
again it is suggested that some of the opta-
tives may represent original subjunctives,
the homophonous endings 01 and y having
given rise to 'itacistic misspelling.'

Dr. Jannaris takes credit to himself for
having devoted to his task more than five

whole years (p. vi.). I wish he had spent
at least double that time upon it, and he
might then have given us a far more satis-
factory book. Still, with all its glaring
faults, its unpardonable hastiness and rash-
ness, it remains in my opinion the best book
of its kind in English, the most useful help
to all students of post-classical Greek. I
may mention in conclusion that I have
noticed three misprints: p. 216, § 8506,
' Popular speech substituted the sonant -ov-
for -co-, t h a t is -<Dfi.ey for -ov/tei', -axri for -ov<ri,
-oifica f o r -on/Hat, -oy/x.eOa f o r -ov/j-iOa, -<OI>TCU fo r
-ovvTOLi,' where it is evident both from the
general rule and the examples which follow,
e.g. TIILOVVTK, rjpurrow, that we should read
-ov/iev for -oj/tev, etc. ; p. 334, § 1292 for
' amuse ' read ' accuse ' ; p. 453, § 1940 for
olrjTo read OIOITO.

J. B. MAYOB.

ATJDEN'S EDITION OP THE PRO PLANCIO.

Cicero Pro Plancio, edited with Introduc-
tion and Notes by H. W. AUDBN, M.A.,
Macmillan. pp. lxxxiv. 150. 3s. Qd.

IT is impossible to say there is any real need
for this book, for in no respect does it
appear superior to Holden's well known
edition. By this it is not meant to
disparage Mr. Auden's work, which is not
without merit, but it seems a pity that
he has attempted to do over again what has
already been done so well. The introduction is
excellent. The summary of the history of
rhetoric contains a great deal of information
clearly and concisely put. The editor has
evidently studied the best books on this
subject, and has thus been able to write an
interesting epitome. The notes are fairly
good and accurate, but in one or two cases
there is room for improvement: e.g. in a note
on page 57 it is stated that Continentia =
Gk. <r(0<t>po<Tvvr] ' perfect self-control.' It is
more correct to say that Continentia = Gk.

yp and translate both words by ' self-
control,' wherein is implied an effort which
is not implied in o-ai<ppoo-vvr], Latin
Temperantia, ' perfect self-control.' On
page 62 Medius fidius is explained as
' Medius = me, a demonstrative particle, cf.
mehercle mecastor etc., and dius an older
stage of deus. If this explanation is prefer-
able to the old one (which the editor seems
to adopt on page 125) me deus fidius sc.
adiuvet, some more information on the
' demonstrative particle' me might be
expected. Scilicet (page 120) is explained as
" sci licet' know, you may do so' : thus in
general sense the same as scire licet, which
the Romans themselves imagined to be the
full form of it, cf. videlicet.' In this case I
think the Romans imagined correctly. Mr.
Auden has qualification for editing a speech
of Cicero; and this makes it the more to be
regretted that he did not edit one which has
not already appeared with English notes.

W. E. P. COTTER.

HALL'S EDITION OF THE FOURTH VERRINE.

The Fourth Verrine of Cicero, edited for
schools by F. W. Hall, M. A. Macmillan.
pp. lx. 187. 3s. 6d.

Mr. Hall's notes are short, but helpful, and
be has wisely avoided encumbering them by

the quotation of a large number of parallel
passages. Those he does give are brief, and
to the point. In a few cases brevity has
been too much aimed at—e.g. the notes
on cybaea (chap. 8), divisores (chap. 20),
discessio (chap. 65). The derivation of the
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first word ought to have been mentioned,
and more detailed notes might have been
expected in a school edition on such
technical words as divisores (the note on
which is 'bribery agents') and discessio.
Teachers, however, are not likely to find
fault with notes which are short, and
accurate, and such Mr. Hall's are. The
Introduction is very well written. All
that the learner can want to know on the
law 'De pecuniis Repetundis,' and the
' Procedure in a Roman trial ' he will find

clearly stated in sections ii. and iii.
Sections v. vi. deal with ' the chronology of
the trial,' and ' the Romans and -the Fine
Arts.' A short account of the MSS. of Book
iv. is given in section vii. The Archaeo-
logical Appendix will be found useful.
The editor has done his work well and as
the speech has not yet been edited in
English, his book will form a welcome
addition to Messrs. Macmillan's Classical
Series.

W. E. P. COTTER.

NOTES TO TYRRELL'S THIRD EDITION OF THE MILES GLORIOSUS.

THIS admirable school edition has already
passed through three editions and three
reprints, the last appearing in 1894. In the
Preface to the last edition the statement is
made : ' I have now, I hope, removed all the
errors of the Press which occurred in
the earlier editions.' A number of errors,
however, still remain, chiefly of a metri-
cal nature. The object of the present
paper is to point these out, for the
benefit of students who may be using the
edition, and with the hope that the correc-
tions may be of service when the time comes
for a revision.

The METRICAL ERRORS are of two kinds :
(a) The omission of an ictus mark: of

these there are sixty-seven :—•
Verses 156, 162, 164, 169, 175, 176, 181,

187 222, 230, 248, 284, 313, 339, 355, 356,
387, 404, 413, 424, 436, 460, 507, 517, 522,
540, 643, 679, 684, 699, 739, 773, 778, 791,
809, 883, 893, 920, 935, 946, 949, 1004,
1037, 1050, 1145, 1163, 1195, 1200, 1207,
1218, 1307, 1317, 1321, 1327, 1328, 1344,
1345, 1366,1374, 1386, 1387, 1395, 1396,
1408, 1417, 1425, 1428.

(6) An excess of ictus marks: of these
there are seven :—

Verses 246, 322, 1003, 1021, 1331, 1402,
1415.

A few minor TYPOGRAPHICAL ERRORS have
been noticed:

Page 53, verse 598 : period after loco in-
stead of comma.

Page 61, verse 685 is not numbered.
Page 167, verse 296, 'compound' for

' compounds.'
The following statements found in the

notes need revision:—
Page 137, verse 7 : 'Bx. recognises only

one case of quod.' Bx. Trin. 290, however,
cites three examples.

Page 144, 57, 'ne = nonne, which is not
found in old Latin,' also on p. 169 ; ' nonne
is post-Plautine.' But cf. Brix. Men. 283,
Schmalz, Lat. Syntax, § 157, Lindsay, Lat.
Lang. p. 605.

Page 146, 84 : the statement in regard to
the occurrence of forms in -ai is inexact.
It has a wider use than one would suppose
from the note.

Page 171, 357 : nunciani is explained as
from nunci. But is this view tenable 1 (Cf.
Lindsay, Lat. Lang. p. 610.)

Page 176, 430: ' persectari is car. dp.'
But this word occurs twice in Lucretius, ii.
165 and iv. 1010. (Munro, it may be noted,
in his note to ii. 165 says this word 'appears
to be peculiar to Lucr.')

Page 185, 587 : ' A reference to the crit.
note will show, etc.' But where is this note
to ba found 1 I have been unable to find it
in this edition.

On Page 164, 273 the statement is made
that ' Certo is found only in comic poets and
Cic. (chiefly in his Epp.).' The same state-
ment occurs in Tyrrell's edition of The Corre-
spondence of Cicero, vol. i. p. 60. It probably
comes from White and Riddle's Dictionary
[' found only in the comic poets, and sts.
(most freq. in his Epistt.) in Cicero'], and
seems to be perpetuated not only here, but,
implicitly, in the fact that Harper's Dic-
tionary gives examples only from Plautus,
Terence, and Cicero. The actual facts are
otherwise, however. Georges (sub v. certo) cites
Apuleius, nos certo certius dedere quam, etc.,
to be found in i/««.ix.41 (Hildebrand). To
this I wish to add Martial's certo meruisti,
iv. 75, 7; Val. Maximus, iv. 8, 5, ut certo
constet ; Fronto i. 7 (p. 179, 6, Naber) certo


